Recent scholarship on the global financial crisis and its geographical underpinnings has highlighted its macro-economic causes and variegated effects in Europe and beyond.
Introduction
Jon Henley in his article in The Guardian titled ÒGreeceÕs solidarity movement: itÕs a whole new model-and itÕs workingÓ (2015) , highlights the key role of existing solidarity initiatives, networks of exchange, community cooking collectives and social clinics in filling the gaps left by austerity and, at the same time, introducing a new paradigm for socioeconomic organisation. The main problematic raised in this article refers to the relationship between this type of emergent bottom-up social infrastructure and a broader political project of social transformation at the time imagined and promised by the government of Syriza.
While the latter still remains largely at stake and is currently under contestation, given SyrizaÕs recent shift to a ÔReal PolitikÕ that fails to escape the neoliberal austerity confines, the solidarity movement remains active and continues to serve as both a buffer for the severe impacts of deepening austerity and a platform for grassroots creativity and experimentation with alternatives.
Much of the debates around the 2008 global financial crisis have focused on its macro-economic causes and variegated effects across various geographical contexts (Blyth 2013 , Peck et al. 2013 , Harvey 2014 . Nevertheless, as recent scholarship stressed (Hadjimichalis and Hudson 2014 , Derickson et al. 2015 , Featherstone et al. 2015 , Huke et al. 2015 ) these fall short in analytical interpretations of the ways and means grassroots movements disrupt, contest and subvert crises Ôfrom belowÕ and their potential in producing resistive agency. The latter debates are considered crucial as they strive to shift the focus of critical analysis from domination to emancipation and bring forward the always incomplete, hence contested, character of the neoliberal project. Furthermore, the goal is to nuance the role of emergent subjectivities, either oppositional/ resistive to austerity and crises or otherwise, as constitutive of the development of context-specific neoliberalism(s) and Ôactually existing resistance(s)Õ (Huke et al. 2015) . Based on these, this paper draws on the Greek context to discuss emergent forms of contestation to austerity politics, as manifested Ôfrom belowÕ since 2010. In particular, the paper focuses on solidarity, its local meanings and practices, in constructing resistive subjectivity and grassroots creativity. In this regard, I
suggest that solidarity holds a three-fold role in existing grassroots movements in Greece, in forging mutual support and survival to an ongoing crisis of social reproduction, and fostering spaces for political struggle and resistance to austerity, as well as alternative ways of social and economic conduct to emerge (Arampatzi 2016) . This type of Ôpragmatically prefigurativeÕ subjectivity (Bailey et al., forthcoming this issue) and its transformative potential is critically reflected upon, in terms of re-constituting socio-economic relations, through formations of a social/solidarity economy and experimenting with a bottom-up democratic politics of grassroots self-organisation and creativity.
The paper methodologically draws on engaged ethnographic research conducted in Athens, Greece between 2012 and 2013. Through participating in and collaborating with two local groups in the city center neighbourhood of Exarcheia, namely the ResidentsÕ committee and their Time bank project, and the Solidarity network of Exarcheia, solidarity as narrated, imagined and practiced emerged as both a conceptual and a political tool that permeated everyday activities and broader collective action taking place in Athens at the time, vis-ˆ-vis austerity, precarity and a Ôpolitics of fearÕ and xenophobia.
The (more than a) ÔGreek CrisisÕ and its discontents
After six consecutive years of severe austerity measures, implemented by Greek governments in order to secure bailout funds from the institutional creditors, also known as Ôthe troikaÕ-i.e. the European Central Bank (ECB), the European Commission (EC) and the International Monetary Fund (IMF), recently turned ÔquartetÕ with the addition of the European Stability Mechanism, Greece still by far remains in crisis. Ignoring the opposition to austerity and the myriad resistances that have emerged over this period of time, the alternating Greek governments and the creditors pushed forward a structural adjustment programme that, coupled with the ÔreliefÕ funds, would supposedly secure a Greek exit from the crisis and sustainable economic growth. What was a marginal critique of these actions a few years ago, articulated mainly by critical scholars and activist groups that saw the disastrous outcomes of this programme approaching fast, is now being validated by a recent research report published in the Handelsblatt and conducted by the Berlin-based European School of Management and Technology. The report highlights that only less than 5% of the total loans ended in the Greek state budget (and potentially benefited Greek citizens), while more than 95% was used to service previous debt and interest payments (Handelsblatt 2016 ).
Not to mention that these loans include conditions requiring the nationalisation of the losses of banks, on two separate occasions, with no similar nationalisation of their gains. This has led to increases in public debt weighing upon current and future generations of Greeks. In other words, what has become evident is a vicious circle of debt-servicing through debtgeneration, constantly perpetuated and creating a new subjectivity, in a top-down fashion, which Lazzarato (2012) names, the Ôindebted manÕ. In this instance, debt becomes an obligation of future value and a control mechanism, inscribing the perpetual repayment on populations as a new morality of guilt, blame, duty and fear (Lazzarato 2012) .
In putting the ÔGreekÕ crisis in context, the ÔdominoÕ effect of the 2008 US crash, which had far-reaching impact on global financial institutions, placed the Eurozone under pressure and triggered a sovereign debt crisis. As one of the weakest links in the common currency chain of participant countries, Greece saw its debt skyrocketing, despite subsequent bailouts and austerity, and at the same time its GDP shrank by 25% (Lapavitsas 2012) .
Despite much public debate since 2010 on what has been termed the ÔGreek crisisÕ it is only recently that this rhetoric is beginning to unravel. As argued by several key scholars (Laskos and Tsakalotos 2013, Varoufakis 2013) , there can be no such thing as a ÔGreek crisisÕ, despite the initial attempts of European and Greek public officials and media to demonize the Ôlazy, corrupt, irresponsibleÕ Greeks and discursively contain what later exploded as a crisis at the European scale. Instead, as Varoufakis (2013) pointed out through the ÔGlobal MinotaurÕ metaphor, Greece and its current predicament can be understood as a symptom of broader transformations happening in the global economy since the 1970Õs (even traced back to earlier periods of recession). These are the increasing and deepening dependency of national economies upon particular mechanisms of global processes of financialization. In a similar vein, Laskos and Tsakalotos (2013) contend that, in this context, Greece is far from being a ÔspecialÕ, ÔuniqueÕ or ÔexceptionalÕ case within the complex processes of neoliberal globalisation; neither is the crisis ÔGreekÕ, being a result of ÔunderdevelopmentÕ or an Ôincomplete fruition of the neoliberal modernising driveÕ within the Eurozone and in lack of structural (neoliberal) reforms that would solve all of the countryÕs problems. Rather, as they argue, Òthe Greek crisis represents a crisis of a particular political settlementÓ (Laskos and Tsakalotos 2013: 1), meaning a cross-articulation of neoliberal capitalist crises (one of their intense instances being the 2008 one) and a deeply problematic financial architecture underlying the Eurozone, rooted in the unevenness of participating economies and resulting in contrasting regional inequalities (Hadjimichalis and Hudson 2014) .
Austerity measures introduced in Greece since 2010 had an immediate impact. The stifling of public spending has seriously deteriorated, and brought to their knees, key services and infrastructure, such as welfare and provision, and the health and educational systems. At the same time, conditions of the loans have included large-scale privatisations of public assets and ÔcommonsÕ, such as ports, airports and land (Hadjimichalis 2014 Ôwho is to blameÕ for the crisis, demanded (but most importantly, re-modelled) deliberative democratic practices and organised their everyday life in the occupation through selforganisation, solidarity and horizontal decision-making (Leontidou 2012 , Kaika and Karaliotas 2014 , Arampatzi 2016 . This intense politicisation dynamic that converged at the squares, was later dispersed across the city of Athens and other cities and became grounded in local neighbourhood assemblies, social centers, solidarity initiatives and networks, to name a few. The activities organised within these newly formed activist spaces, alongside the participation of previous forms of organisation, traditional or participatory-such as unions and bottom-up assemblies-have so far successfully managed to act as survival means for large parts of the population, marginalised and excluded from public services, the homeless and unemployed, as well as immigrants reaching Greece by the thousands since the summer of 2015. Moreover, within these Ôsolidarity spacesÕ (Arampatzi 2016) , a broader project of social transformation, constructed in a bottom-up fashion, is being modelled, through alternatives that aim to challenge the neoliberal order and touch upon multiple levels of the social and economic life.
What is crucial to acknowledge here is the fact that over the past few years, despite widespread repression, the demonization of resistance in public media and the politics of fear unleashed through multiple ways into the public sphere, the squaresÕ movement and subsequent forms of grassroots resistance and alternatives have managed to simultaneously serve as Ôbuffer mechanismsÕ for the repercussions of the crisis and as spaces of creative experimentation at the grassroots level. As Laskos and Tsakalotos (2013: 113) put it, the stakes for the emergent movements have not only been over the spoils of war, but over the very terrain of the battle. In this sense, what is highly relevant for the scope of this paper is the need to grasp the way in which emergent forms of contestation to the crisis and austerity have interpreted the conjuncture as an opportunity to overturn both the rules of the game and the table upon which the game is set as expressed through the 61% ÔNoÕ to austerity vote in the Greek referendum, in July 2015.
Moreover, the role of these emergent forms of contestation can be understood as a shameful subjects (Lazzarato 2012) . Following recent scholarship that calls for interpretations of crises through looking into the very same forms through which these are being contested, subverted, embodied and narrated by people and communities (Derickson et al. 2015 , Featherstone et al. 2015 , Hadjimichalis and Hudson 2014 , Huke et al. 2015 , the remaining part of this paper shifts the focus towards emergent resistance and solidarity practices in Greece (and especially Athens). This analytical shift, from domination to resistance practices, enriches our understandings of the multiple, fluid and, at times, ÔinvisibleÕ forms of contestation. Furthermore, in both scholarly analytical, and politically meaningful, terms it can serve as a useful emancipatory toolbox, employed to deconstruct (discursively and materially), the always incomplete, unstable and frail nature of neoliberalism(s). This brings forward the possibility of social transformation that lies within struggles.
Grassroots solidarity: securing survival, opening up spaces for political struggle and introducing alternatives
The post-squaresÕ movement period was marked by a dispersal of political activism across neighbourhoods in Greek cities. The intense activity and mobilisations taking place in urban squares across the country not only marked a cycle of protest that managed to bring together traditional actors and movements; but also initiated the diffusion of new practices that people experimented with at the occupied squares. In organising their day-to-day lives in the occupations, mutual aid, solidarity and self-organisation became particularly prominent means of collective action (Leontidou 2012, Kaika and Karaliotas 2014) . In Athens, following the forced eviction of the Syntagma occupation in the summer of 2011, such practices became transposed in local squares across neighbourhoods, where popular assemblies formed and picked up the thread of counter-austerity struggle. By the end of 2012, more than 200 solidarity initiatives and networks had been created across Greece, forming a broader solidarity movement that in 2016 counts more than 400 groups 3 . Through these, solidarity has acquired a renewed meaning among grassroots struggles that have actively engaged in the production of a subversive agency to counter austerity and experiment with alternatives (Arampatzi 2016) .
In this regard, the role of solidarity initiatives, structures and networks in the current context has been crucial in countering the impact of deepening austerity and producing practical alternatives to deal with growing needs of social groups. Drawing on their respective communitiesÕ needs and local contexts, solidarity groups so far have been What is evident above, among the key goals set by the Solidarity for All network, is the will to politicise solidarity, as a relation that opens up spaces for political struggle to emerge (Featherstone 2012) , and as a grounded practice aimed towards social transformation.
In discussing the role of the Exarcheia Time bank within this broader framework of solidarity, as an enabling mechanism that politicises social struggles, an activist mentioned that Òwe choose to define solidarity as entwined with resistance and struggle for social change and we want this notion of solidarity to spread across struggles for political emancipationÓ (activist, member of the Exarcheia Time bank, personal interview, Athens 2012). Arguably this perception and practice of solidarity moves beyond philanthropic support, which is often one-directional, and links to struggle for broader change. It is crucial to note that the aspirations set by the two groups in Exarcheia, as well as the Solidarity for All network, have developed over the past few years in close relationship to broader mobilisations opposing austerity and the memoranda, as well as the electoral rise of Syriza since 2012, leading to the election of the Syriza-led coalition government in early 2015.
Hence, we can trace evident synergies among this type of Ôcomplementary contestationÕ (Arampatzi 2014 ) taking place at various levels (social, economic, political), and developing Ôin, against and beyondÕ state structures. This is notwithstanding the internal multiplicities and differences of solidarity initiatives, as well as the political a(nta)gonisms at play. In order to nuance this key link between grassroots mobilisations and broader political developments, it is important to mention that, despite the recent shift of Syriza to an austerity-oriented agenda, the solidarity movements are still in place and continue to actively challenge the latter, as well as promote a different paradigm of socio-economic organisation. Moreover, their role so far in responding to the refugee crisis has been crucial. Several of the already existing solidarity initiatives and structures have served as spaces where refugees are welcomed and hosted, despite ongoing attempts from mainstream media to undermine their crucial role in the broader, deeply problematic conjuncture.
Interrogating the transformative potential of solidarity movements in re-constituting socio-economic relations
The discussion above has raised two key questions in relation to the empirical reality that grassroots movements are grounded in: first, what is the role of the newly formed solidarity movements in the context of deepening austerity in Greece? Second, based on how local groups and communities narrate and practice solidarity, can we foreground solidarity as both a conceptual and political tool so as to unpack ongoing forms of contestation to crises and austerity Ôfrom belowÕ? In this section, I suggest that both of these questions are closely linked to the broader discussion of political alternatives, as imagined and experimented with, in a bottom-up fashion, by grassroots movements. This discussion aims, on the one hand to partly counter the analytically stagnant Ôleft melancholyÕ, currently widespread among the Left, given the recent post-crisis political developments of neoliberal entrenchment across Europe (Huke et al. 2015) ; and, on the other hand, to bring forward and critically reflect upon aspects of a diverse and multiple, yet actually existing, world of ÔcracksÕ.
As noted earlier by activists participating in solidarity initiatives in Athens, solidarity holds a two-fold role in current grassroots mobilisations: first, it serves as means to counter the impact of austerity and empower participants vis-ˆ-vis precarisation, impoverisation and indebtedness. Second, it aims to act as a transformative force for participants, engaging them in political struggle and generating new spaces for modelling alternatives. It is within the latter processes, I suggest, that we can analytically locate and interrogate the transformative potential of solidarity movements, as attempts to re-institute social relations and a broader platform of a social/solidarity economy, operating at three simultaneous levels: the social, the economic and the territorial/spatial. While a discussion of the latter falls beyond the scope of this paper, it is nevertheless considered crucial for interpreting the ÔwhysÕ and ÔhowsÕ solidarity movements emerge, and where they do, through an analysis of their spatiality and geographical context (Arampatzi 2016) .
At the socio-economic level, existing solidarity movements in Greece are striving to turn a crisis of social reproduction into an attempt to re-institute social reproduction itself.
This includes an attempt to reconstitute production processes, as in cases of cooperatives and occupied factories. In acknowledging shortcomings and limits to their function, cooperation among localised solidarity initiatives often occurs in such a way that provides for complementary needs, resources and infrastructure between multiple groups that are often from divergent backgrounds. As one activist put it, multiple structures that have been created due to the crisis raised questions on how to practice politics in a new wayÉ it is not enough anymore to produce political imperativesÉwe try to focus on our needs instead, the ones we share with other people, and cooperateÓ (activist, member of the Exarcheia Time bank, personal interview, Athens 2013).
The type of material pragmatism that creates practical alternatives described in this quote holds a present-tense dimension, being dictated by a pressing conjuncture, but is also employed for contesting Ôthe ways things are doneÕ in mainstream politics and at the same time re-constituting participation in a different way.
In this sense, we can think of such examples as prefigurative, to the extent that social change is not merely imagined as such, or left lingering as a future project. On the contrary, as noted by another activist, it is being modelled through practice:
solidarity structures respond to immediate needs but there is much more to themÉ they help people realise that there is another world possible, one of cooperation and solidarityÉ which is not just about the relief of starving people, the homeless of those who cannot pay for their taxesÉ it is a promise of a different you and a different me and we experiment with it through everyday practiceÓ (activist, member of the Exarcheia Solidarity network, personal interview, Athens, 2013).
The above resonates with DinersteinÕs (2015: 114) account of Ôconcrete utopiasÕ, which draws on the Argentine crisis context to suggest that the constitutive element of the realisation of such prefigurative examples are the praxis-oriented experimentations into the yet-to-be-fullfilled, Òthe seeds of which exist within the present reality in a latent formÓ.
Drawing on DinersteinÕs (2015) analysis, the Ôdifferent selfÕ-or the lack of another society, as mentioned above -refers to a political subject that discovers the ÔabsenceÕ and acts on it collectively, to anticipate the future in a present creative process of exploration of Ôconcrete produce alternatives (Rakopoulos 2015) . In this regard, ÔmovementalityÕ becomes a key mechanism of political education and mobilisation for the production of resistive subjectivities and the creation of alternatives, grounded in the sphere of social reproduction.
The foregoing discussion raises issues around the interplay of social and economic activities that takes place in solidarity movements which are currently active. These create new forms of socialisation, political participation and alternative forms of economic conduct, alternative currency networks, as in the case of the Time bank, and cooperatives. This is particularly relevant for discussions on their potential to transform existing socio-economic relations, drawing on practices and aspirations of a social/ solidarity economy. We can locate the notion and practices of social/solidarity economies within broader debates on Ôdiverse economiesÕ and Ôalternative spacesÕ, as is prominent in the work of Gibson-Graham (2006 , 2008 Hence, solidarity is imagined and practiced as part and parcel of a broader struggle for social change that also involves the democratisation of the economy and institutions. In this sense, the formation of a social/solidarity economy becomes a key platform for re-introducing the meaning and practice of social justice into the economy, through forms of grassroots creativity and innovation (Moulaert and Ailenei 2005) .
Moreover, diverse solidarity initiatives produce multiple responses, through contesting, engaging with and/or bypassing state structures. The multiplicities of backgrounds, goals and means among solidarity groups in real life practices often produce even more complex divergences and convergences that nuance the above typologies of either ÔinÕ, or ÔagainstÕ, or ÔbeyondÕ state solutions, towards hybrid forms of contestation. Thus, we can nuance and expand the above typologies of ÔalterityÕ discussed in Gritzas and Kavoulakos (2015) , and think instead of Ôalternative-oppositional/ transformativeÕ institutions, such as the solidarity movements, as resistive of austerity and, at the same time, creative and innovative in their potential to transform existing, and producing new types of socio-economic relations. As mentioned by Giovanopoulos (Counterpunch 2016), eventually the transformative potential of solidarity movements involves an emancipatory project, towards popular participation in the exercising of power. That said, this potential still remains at stake, as the Syriza government struggles in-between the confines of EU-imposed austerity and its prior social agenda. The recently legislated framework of Ôsocial solidarityÕ has managed to incorporate relief mechanisms for impoverished groups, such as taxation relief and benefits (albeit partial in their effect). Nevertheless, this has failed so far to enlarge bottom-up emancipatory spaces and, hence, enhance the transformative potential of the solidarity movements.
Conclusions
Solidarity as narrated and practiced in contemporary Greece has emerged as a crucial conceptual and political tool by and for grassroots movements. This paper focused on the role of solidarity in constructing resistive and creative agency in an era of deepening austerity in Greece and Europe. From local solidarity initiatives and mutual aid structures, to community cooking collectives, farmers markets, cooperatives and alternative currency networks, solidarity has acquired a renewed meaning within practices of resistance and struggle against austerity. In putting the Greek crisis in context and tracing its roots in broader processes of neoliberalisation and a vicious circle of indebtedness and austerity, contemporary movements in Greece politicise its effects and strive to produce alternatives, wherein solidarity holds a prominent role. Moreover, in responding to recent calls by scholars to shift the attention to resistive and disruptive agency in order to nuance approaches to neoliberal crises and produce analytical tools to overcome the widespread Ôleft melancholyÕ, the paper suggested that solidarity holds a three-fold role within emergent forms of contestation Ôfrom belowÕ in austerity Greece: first, it serves as survival infrastructure for impoverished groups, unemployed and immigrants; second, it strives to activate and mobilise participants into political struggle against austerity; and, third, it has managed to open spaces for grassroots creativity and alternatives to emerge.
In the last instance, attempts to form a social/solidarity economy that prioritizes social needs over profit-making, through cooperativism and mutual support have succeeded so far in countering growing unemployment and precarity. Additonally, the educational effect of such experiments has been crucial in engaging participants in horizontalist forms of decisionmaking and egalitarian organising. This emergent paradigm, currently at stake, places popular participation and self-organisation at the heart of social and economic activity. Therefore, the transformative potential of solidarity movements currently active in Greece involves the articulation of new socio-economic relations, closely linked to a new culture of bottom-up political participation. It is crucial to note that this emergent paradigm faces pragmatic limitations in its attempts to become foregrounded as a broader political project of social transformation, due to internal contradictions and the recent developments in Europe and Greece, i.e. the third loaning agreement and the subsequent new austerity ÔpackageÕ voted by (a-formerly-known-as) radical left government in 2015. Arguably, however, the above dynamic, by and large fostered within the solidarity movement, being still visible and heard through the loud ÔNoÕ vote to austerity articulated through the 2015 Greek referendum calls
